UNPUBLI SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH Cl RCUI T

No. 00-6354

JAMES T. CARTER,
Plaintiff - Appellant,

ver sus

RI CHARD A. LANHAM SR., Former Comm ssi oner of
Correction, Division of Correction; THOVAS R
CORCORAN, Former Warden of Maryl and House of
Correction- Annex, Division of Correction;
JAMES MJRPHY, Chief of Security, Mryland
House of Correction-Annex; G J. DUCKETT,
CCMSI I, Institutional Transfer Coordinator,
Maryl and House of Correction; PAM SORENSON,
Case Managenent Supervisor, Maryland House of
Correction- Annex; MAJOR TUTHI LL, Mar yl and
House of Correction-Annex; CORRECTI ONAL OFFI -
CER HYLANDER, WMaryland House of Correction-
Annex; TYRONE CROWDER, Maryland House of
Correcti on- Annex; CORRECTI ONAL MEDI CAL
SERVI CE, | NCORPCRATED, Maryland House of
Correction- Annex; HOMNMRD COUNTY CGENERAL HOS-
Pl TAL, | NCORPORATED, ROBERT B. TESTANI, DDS;
DOCTOR GRQJIEC, Medi cal Departnent (CMS),
Maryl and House of Correction-Annex; DOCTOR
YONAS, Medical Departnent (CM5), Maryland
House of Correction-Annex, in their personal
and official capacities for their actions
under color of state |aw,

Def endants - Appel | ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the District of
Maryl and, at Baltinore. Benson E. Legg, District Judge. (CA-99-
2543-1)



Subm tted: August 24, 2000 Deci ded: August 29, 2000

Before M CHAEL and MOTZ, Circuit Judges, and HAMLTON, Seni or
Crcuit Judge.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Janes T. Carter, Appellant Pro Se. John Joseph Curran, Jr., At-
torney Ceneral, Angela M chell e Eaves, Assistant Attorney Ceneral,
Baltinore, Maryland; M chael Evan Blunenfeld, KRAMON & GRAHAM
Bal ti more, Maryland, for Appell ees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Janes T. Carter appeals the district court’s order dism ssing
several of the Defendants in his 42 US CA § 1983 (Wst Supp.
2000) action. W dismss the appeal for lack of jurisdiction be-
cause the order is not appeal able. This court nmay exercise juris-
diction only over final orders, 28 U S. C. 8§ 1291 (1994), and cer-
tain interlocutory and collateral orders, 28 U S.C. § 1292 (1994);

Fed. R Cv. P. 54(b); Cohen v. Beneficial Indus. Loan Corp., 337

U S. 541 (1949). The order here appealed is neither a final order
nor an appeal able interlocutory or collateral order.

We di sm ss the appeal as interlocutory. W dispense with oral
argunment because the facts and | egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED



